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the simplest and most convenient in practice.""0 In the last
decades, however, such preference for the husband has found
less and less favor, in conformity with the increasing tendency
to allow a married woman to retain or resume her original
citizenship.227
Last common nationality. In the Hague Convention on
Divorce, the law of the last common nationality of both
parties was adopted.228 The Sixth Conference added in its
non-ratified drafts that where the parties never had a com-
mon nationality or where they changed from one common to
two different new nationalities, divorce and separation depend
on both laws cumulatively. The recent Greek Code more con-
veniently calls in such cases for the application of the national
law of the husband as of the time of the marriage cele-
bration.229
Both lar&s cumulatively. According to another theory, the
granting of divorce must be permitted by the laws of both
spouses.230
The law of the plaintiff. In contrast, the French courts
usually pronounce divorce at the instance of a party whose
225 ROLIN, 2 Principes no. 591.
227 There is no advocate in France any longer, J. DOXXEDIEU BE VABRES 474
n. 2 asserts, in ignoring Bartin's recent book sufra n. 225.
228  Hague Convention on Divorce, arts, i, 2, 8 j followed by Poland: Law on
international private law, art. 17 par. 15 Romanian Preliminary Draft of C. C.
art. XXIV.
229 Greek C.C. (1940) art. 16.
230 Finland: Law of Dec. 5, 1929, art. 10.
Belgium: App. Liege (July 7, 1938) Pasicrisie 1938.2.129 (particularly
exacting, as the wife had resumed Belgian citizenship) ; Rb. Antwerp (May n,
1939) 8 Rechtsk. Wkbl. 1938-1939, 1552 no. 312.
Italy: UDINA, Elementi no. 136; SALVIOLI, 19 Rivista (1927) 354 (admits
difficulties) j and some decisions in France. Only Trib. civ. Seine (April 27,
1933)  Revue Crit. 1935, 759 states that the grounds for divorce must agree
with the foreign laws of both parties as well as with the French law.   NiBOYET,
Note ibid. 762 declares regard for the defendant's law unnecessary.
Portugal: Sup. Trib. de Just. (Jan. 5, 1918) 50 Direito 250, cited by CCNHA
GON^ALVES, i Direito Civil 693.
Switzerland: BG. (June 23, 1933) 59 BGE. II 1135 App. Ziirich (June 23,
1934)   34 Bl. f. Ziirch. Rspr. (1935)  7^ no. 27$ and App. Ziirich (June 12,
1937) 37 Bl. f. Ziirch. Rspr. (1938) 304 no. 151-